By Montana Fish,,
w ) Wildlife (R Parl(s

ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS

MEPA NEPA Checklist

MISSION. Montana Fish, Wildlife & Parks, through its employees and citizen commission, provides for the
stewardship of the fish, wildlife, parks and recreational resources of Montana, while contributing to the quality of life
for present and future generations

All Montanans have the right to live in a clean and healthful environment. This environmental analysis is intended to provide
an evaluation of the likely impacts to the human environment from proposed actions of the project cited below. This
analysis will help Montana Fish, Wildlife & Parks to fulfill its oversight obligations and satisfy rules and regulations of both the
Montana Environmental Policy Act (MEPA) and the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). Please provide a discussion
for each section. If no impacts are likely, be sure to discuss the reasoning that led to your determination.

PART I. PROPOSED ACTION DESCRIPTION
1. Type of proposed action.
Development
Renovation
Maintenance
Land Acquisition

Equipment Acquisition

Other (Describe)
2. If appropriate, agency responsible for the psepaaction.
3. Name, address phone number and E-mail addrgssjett sponsor.
4, Name of project.




5. If applicable:

Estimated construction/commencement date

Estimated completion date

Current status of project design (% complete)

6. Location affected by proposed action (countygesand township).
7. Project size: estimate the numbers of acres wmatld be directly affected that are
currently:

(@ Developed:
residential............... ..._acres
industrial ................... acres

(b) Open Space/Woodlands/
Recreation................. acres

(c) Wetlands/Riparian
Areas......cccceeeuuns ... acres

(d) Floodplain .........cccccceenneee .... acres

(e) Productive:

irrigated cropland .................. acres
dry cropland.........cccccceeeiniinee. acres
fOrestry....ooce e acres
rangeland ............ccocceeeiinneee acres
Other......coovviiii e, acres
8. Map/site plan: attach an original 8 1/2" x 1t'lawger section of the most recent USGS 7.5'

series topographic map showing the location anchdaies of the area that would be
affected by the proposed action. A different maples may be substituted if more
appropriate or if required by agency rule. If &éalale, a site plan should also be attached.



9.

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

Narrative summary of the proposed action orgatancluding the benefits and purpose of
the proposed action.

Description and analysis of reasonable altees(including the MEPA-required no action
alternative). At a minimum, the following thre¢eshatives mudbe presented.

a). Preferred Alternative:
b). No-action Alternative:

c). Additional Alternatives:

Listing of each local, state or federal agahay has overlapping or additional jurisdiction.

(a) Permits
Agency Name: Permit: Date Filed:

(b) Funding
Agency Name: Funding Amount:

(c) Other Overlapping or Additional Jurisdictiofsponsibilities
Agency Name: Type of Responsibility:

List of agencies consulted during preparatiahie Environmental Checklist:

Name of Preparer(s) of this Environmental Chsick

Signed by:

(signature) (print)
Date submitted.



PART I1. ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST

PHYSICAL ENVIRONMENT. At the bottom of this “Land Resources” checklistpypde a narrative description
and evaluation of the cumulative and secondaryctffen land resources. Even if you checked “nondghe above
table, explain how you came to that conclusion.ngier the immediate, short-term effects of théoacas well as
the long-term effects. Attach additional pagesafative if needed.

1. LAND RESOURCES IMPACT

Will the proposed action result in: Potentially Can Impact Be Comment
Unknown None Minor Significant Mitigated Index

a. Soil instability or changes in geologic
substructure?

b. Disruption, displacement, erosion, compactiof,
moisture loss, or over-covering of soil which
would reduce productivity or fertility?

c. Destruction, covering or modification of any
unique geologic or physical features?

d. Changes in siltation, deposition or erosion
patterns that may modify the channel of a river dr
stream or the bed or shore of a lake?

e. Exposure of people or property to earthquake
landslides, ground failure, or other natural hazal

U7

o

f. Other




PHYSICAL ENVIRONMENT. At the bottom of this “Air” checklist, provide a mative description and evaluation of
the cumulative and secondary effects on air reggsur&ven if you checked “none” in the above tadsglain how you
came to that conclusion. Consider the immedidiertderm effects of the action as well as the w1 effects.
Attach additional pages of narrative if needed.

2. AIR IMPACT

Will the proposed action result in: Potentially Can Impact Be Comment
Unknown None Minor Significant Mitigated Index

a. Emission of air pollutants or deterioration of
ambient air quality? (also see 13 (c))

b. Creation of objectionable odors?

c. Alteration of air movement, moisture, or
temperature patterns or any change in climategreith
locally or regionally?

d. Adverse effects on vegetation, including crojog
to increased emissions of pollutants?

e. Any discharge that will conflict with federal o
state air quality regs?

f. Other




PHYSICAL ENVIRONMENT. At the bottom of this “Water” checklist, providenarrative description and evaluation
of the cumulative and secondary effects on wasawees. Even if you checked “none” in the abatdet explain how
you came to that conclusion. Consider the immegdighort-term effects as well as the long-termcedfe Attach
additional pages of narrative if needed.

3. WATER IMPACT

. . . _ Potentially Can Impact Be Comment
Will the proposed action result in: Unknown None Minor Significant Mitigated Index

a. Discharge into surface water or any alteratfudace
water quality including but not limited to tempena,
dissolved oxygen or turbidity?

b. Changes in drainage patterns or the rate andramb
surface runoff?

c. Alteration of the course or magnitude of flootlvar
other flows?

d. Changes in the amount of surface water in atgrwa
body or creation of a new water body?

e. Exposure of people or property to water relagethrds
such as flooding?

f. Changes in the quality of groundwater?

g. Changes in the quantity of groundwater?

h. Increase in risk of contamination of surface or
groundwater?

i. Effects on any existing water right or reservafl

j. Effects on other water users as a result ofedteyation
in surface or groundwater quality?

k. Effects on other users as a result of any &iberin
surface or groundwater quantity?

|. Effects to a designated floodplain?

m. Any discharge that will affect federal or staggter
quality regulations?

n. Other:




PHYSICAL ENVIRONMENT. At the bottom of this “Vegetation” checklist, prde a narrative description and
evaluation of the cumulative and secondary effentyvegetative resources. Even if you checked “honéhe above
table, explain how you came to that conclusion.nsiiter the immediate, short-term effects as wethaslong-term
effects. Attach additional pages of narrativeaéded.

4. VEGETATION IMPACT

. . . _ Potentially Can Impact Be|  Comment
Will the proposed action result in: Unknown None Minor Significant Mitigated Index

a. Changes in the diversity, productivity or aburwsof plant
species (including trees, shrubs, grass, cropsaandtic plants)?

b. Alteration of a plant community?

c. Adverse effects on any unique, rare, threatesreghdangered
species?

d. Reduction in acreage or productivity of any agtural land?

e. Establishment or spread of noxious weeds?

f. Effects to wetlands or prime and unique farrdian

g. Other:




PHYSICAL ENVIRONMENT. At the bottom of this “Fish/Wildlife” checklist, pvide a narrative description and
evaluation of the cumulative and secondary effentéish and wildlife resources. Even if you chetKeone” in the
above table, explain how you came to that conctusioConsider the immediate, short-term effectsvalh as the
long-term effects. Attach additional pages of ative if needed

5. FISH/WILDLIFE IMPACT

. . . _ Potentially Can Impact Be|  Comment
Will the proposed action result in: Unknown None Minor Significant Mitigated Index

a. Deterioration of critical fish or wildlife hakit?

b. Changes in the diversity or abundance of garimeadsor bird
species?

c. Changes in the diversity or abundance of nongareeies?

d. Introduction of new species into an area?

e. Creation of a barrier to the migration or movetioé animals?

f. Adverse effects on any unique, rare, threateoedndangered
species?

g. Increase in conditions that stress wildlife dapons or limit
abundance (including harassment, legal or illegaldst or other humar
activity)?

h. Adverse effects to threatened/endangered spadiesir habitat?

i. Introduction or exportation of any species nasently or
historically occurring in the affected location?

j. Other:




HUMAN ENVIRONMENT. At the bottom of this “Noise/Electrical Effects” @tklist, provide a narrative description
and evaluation of the cumulative and secondaryisffef noise and electrical activities. Even iliychecked “none” in
the above table, explain how you came to that csimmh. Consider the immediate, short-term effastsvell as the
long-term effects. Attach additional pages of atare if needed.

6. NOISE/ELECTRICAL EFFECTS IMPACT

. . . _ Potentially Can Impact Be|  Comment
Will the proposed action result in: Unknown None Minor Significant Mitigated Index

a. Increases in existing noise levels?

b. Exposure of people to severe or nuisance roistsl?

c. Creation of electrostatic or electromagnetiea that could be
detrimental to human health or property?

d. Interference with radio or television receptiond operation?

e. Other:




HUMAN ENVIRONMENT. At the bottom of this “Land Use” checklist, prdei a narrative description and
evaluation of the cumulative and secondary effenttand use. Even if you checked “none” in the &b@able, explain
how you came to that conclusion. Attach additiqmages of narrative if needed. Consider the imatedshort-term
effects as well as the long-term effects.

7. LAND USE IMPACT

. . . _ Potentially Can Impact Be|  Comment
Will the proposed action result in: Unknown None Minor Significant Mitigated Index

a. Alteration of or interference with the produlittivor profitability
of the existing land use of an area?

b. A conflict with a designated natural area onareunusual
scientific or educational importance?

c. A conflict with any existing land use whose prese would
constrain or potentially prohibit the proposed @t®i

d. Adverse effects on, or relocation of, residefices

e. Compliance with existing land policies for lang,
transportation, and open space?

f. Increased traffic hazards, traffic volume, oeeq limits or effects
on existing transportation facilities or patterfisnmvement of
people and goods?

g. Other:
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HUMAN ENVIRONMENT. At the bottom of this “Risk/Health Hazards” cheskliprovide a narrative description
and evaluation of the cumulative and secondarytsfef risks and health hazards. Even if you cedckone” in the
above table, explain how you came to that conctusi@onsider the immediate, short-term effectshef dction as
well as the long-term effects. Attach additionages of narrative if needed.

8. RISK/HEALTH HAZARDS IMPACT

. . . _ Potentially Can Impact Be|  Comment
Will the proposed action result in: Unknown None Minor Significant Mitigated Index

a. Risk of an explosion or release of hazardoustanbes
(including, but not limited to oil, pesticides, chieals, or radiation)
in the event of an accident or other forms of gisan?

b. Effects on existing emergency response or emeyga/acuation
plan or create need for a new plan?

c. Creation of any human health hazard or potenizard?

d. Disturbance to any sites with known or poterteposits of
hazardous materials?

e. The use of any chemical toxicants?

f. Other:
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HUMAN ENVIRONMENT. At the bottom of this “Community Impact” checkliprovide a narrative description
and evaluation of the cumulative and secondarycesffen the community. Even if you checked “nomethe above
table, explain how you came to that conclusion.nsiaer the immediate, short-term effects as wethadong-term
effects. Attach additional pages of narrativeaéded.

9. COMMUNITY IMPACT IMPACT

. . . _ Potentially Can Impact Be|  Comment
Will the proposed action result in: Unknown None Minor Significant Mitigated Index

a. Alteration of the location, distribution, degsibr growth rate of
the human population of an area?

b. Alteration of the social structure of a commyhit

c. Alteration of the level or distribution of empfoent or
community or personal income?

d. Changes in industrial or commercial activity?

e. Increased traffic hazards or effects on exigtizngsportation
facilities or patterns of movement of people anddy®

f. Other:
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HUMAN ENVIRONMENT. At the bottom of this “Public Services/Taxes/Utdg” checklist, provide a narrative
description and evaluation of the cumulative armbedary effects on public services, taxes andiesli Even if you
checked “none” in the above table, explain how game to that conclusion. Consider the immedidtertderm
effects as well as the long-term effects. Attadtiittonal pages of narrative if needed.

10. PUBLIC SERVICESTAXESUTILITIES IMPACT

. . . _ Potentially Can Impact Be|  Comment
Will the proposed action result in: Unknown None Minor Significant Mitigated Index

a. An effect upon, or result in a need for newlared,
governmental services in any of the following aréees or police
protection, schools, parks/recreational facilittesds or other
public maintenance, water supply, sewer or septitess, solid
waste disposal, health, or other governmentalsesvilf so,

specify:

b. Effects on the local or state tax base and t@s&h

c. A need for new facilities or substantial altienas of any of the
following utilities: electric power, natural gasher fuel supply or
distribution systems, or communications?

d. Increased used of any energy source?

e. Other.

Additional information requested:

f. Define projected revenue sources.

g. Define projected maintenance costs.
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HUMAN ENVIRONMENT. At the bottom of this “Aesthetics/Recreation” chiestk provide a narrative description
and evaluation of the cumulative and secondarcesffen aesthetics & recreation. Even if you chdckene” in the
above table, explain how you came to that conctusiGonsider the immediate, short-term effects el as the long-
term effects. Attach additional pages of narrativeeeded.

11. AESTHETICS/RECREATION IMPACT

. . . _ Potentially Can Impact Be|  Comment
Will the proposed action result in: Unknown None Minor Significant Mitigated Index

a. Alteration of any scenic vista or creation obasthetically
offensive site or effect that is open to publion?e

b. Alteration of the aesthetic character of a comitgLor
neighborhood?

c. Alteration of the quality or quantity of recrieatal/tourism
opportunities and settings? (Attach Tourism Report)

d. Adverse effects to any designated or proposktioniscenic
rivers, trails or wilderness areas?

e. Other:
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HUMAN ENVIRONMENT. At the bottom of this “Cultural/historical Resces” checklist, provide a narrative
description and evaluation of the cumulative andosdary effects on cultural/historical resourceSven if you
checked “none” in the above table, explain how game to that conclusion. Consider the immedidtertderm
effects as well as the long-term effects. Attadtiittonal pages of narrative if needed.

12. CULTURAL/HISTORICAL RESOURCES IMPACT

. . . _ Potentially Can Impact Be|  Comment
Will the proposed action result in: Unknown None Minor Significant Mitigated Index

a. Destruction or alteration of any site, structurebject of
prehistoric historic, or paleontological importafce

b. Physical changes that would affect unique cailtvalues?

c. Effects on existing religious or sacred uses sife or area?

d. Adverse effects to historic or cultural resogfce

e. Other:
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HUMAN ENVIRONMENT. At the bottom of this “Summary Evaluation of Sigrance” checklist, provide a
narrative description and evaluation of the cunnvgaand secondary effects. Even if you have chié¢kene” in the

above table, explain how you came to that conalusiGonsider the immediate, short-term effects el & the long-
term effects. Attach additional pages of narraifiveeeded.

13. SUMMARY EVALUATION OF IMPACT
SIGNIFICANCE
. . . Potentially Canl B C
Will the proposed action, considered as a whole: Unknown None Minor Significant aﬁit{gg’;‘j ¢ ?:;r:f n

a. Have impacts that are individually limited, butmulatively
considerable? (A project or program may resultripacts on two o
more separate resources which create a signiféf#aat when
considered together or in total.)

b. Involve potential risks or adverse effects whaoh uncertain but
extremely hazardous if they were to occur?

c. Potentially conflict with the substantive reguairents of any
local, state, or federal law, regulation, standarfbrmal plan?

d. Establish a precedent or likelihood that fulctons with
significant environmental impacts will be proposed?

e. Generate substantial debate or controversy #euiature of the
impacts that would be created?

f. Have organized opposition or generate substagmilalic
controversy?

Additional information requested:

g. List any federal or state permits required.
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PART I11. ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST CONCLUSION SECTION

1.

Discuss the cumulative and secondary effedisi®project as a whole. These are impacts
to the human environment that, individually, maynmi@or for a specific project, but,
when considered in combination to other actiong; reault in significant impacts.

Based on the significance criteria evaluatethism Environmental Checklist (Part 11), is an
EIS required?

YES

NO

If an EIS is not required, explain why the curreimecklist level of review is appropriate.

Public Input Summary. Sponsors should pay special attention to the pabhement and
legal notice requirements since they have charmettié 2012 grant cycle. Please note that
grant applicants are no longer required to posgalinotice initiating a 30-day public
comment period to apply for an RTP, OHV or Snowr®dgrant. Public involvement
required by the Montana Environmental Policy Adt e satisfied by Montana Fish,
Wildlife & Parks. FWP will initiate a programmatgiblic involvement process after all
grant applications are reviewed and tentativelyagd.

FWP still encourages public involvement in alltsfgrant-funded trail projects. The
general public, adjacent landowners, and otherasted parties should be involved from
the onset. Promotion of public participation maythrough newspaper articles and any
other means available, such as public meetingsrdéduarterly newsletters, TV programs,
radio announcements, etc.
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GLOSSARY OF TERMS

Affected Environment — The aspects of the human environment that maygghas a result of
an agency action.

Alternative — A different approach to achieve the same objedir result as the proposed
action.

Categorical Exclusion — A level of environmental review for agency anttbat do not
individually, collectively, or cumulatively causggsificant impacts to the human environment,
as determined by rulemaking or programmatic reveavd, for which an EA or EIS is not
required.

Cumulative Impacts — Impacts to the human environment that, indivilguanay be minor for a
specific project, but, when considered in relatiother actions, may result in significant
impacts.

Direct I mpacts — Primary impacts that have a direct cause amttefélationship with a specific
action, i.e. they occur at the same time and padbe action that causes the impact.

Environmental Assessment (EA) — The appropriate level of environmental reviewdotions
that either does not significantly affect the huneamironment or for which the agency is
uncertain whether an Environmental Impact Stater(tel®) is required.

Environmental Assessment Checklist — An EA checklist is a standard form of an EA,
developed by an agency for actions that generatigiyce minimal impacts.

Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) — A comprehensive evaluation of the impacts to the
human environment that likely would result fromaagency action or reasonable alternatives to
that action. An EIS also serves a public disclesafragency decision-making. Typically, an EIS
is prepared in two steps. The Draft EIS is a priglary detailed written statement that facilitates
public review and comment. The Final EIS is a clatgol, written statement that includes a
summary of major conclusions and supporting infaromafrom the Draft EIS, responses to
substantive comments received on the Draft EI&t af all comments on the Draft EIS and any
revisions made to the Draft EIS and an explanaifdhe agency’s reasons for its decision.

Environmental Review — An evaluation, prepared in compliance with thevsions of MEPA
and the MEPA Model Rules, of the impacts to the &nm@nvironment that may result as a
consequence of an agency action.

Human Environment — Those attributes, including but not limited tolbgical, physical,
social, economic, cultural, and aesthetic factioas$ interrelate to form the environment.

Long-Term Impact — An impact, which lasts well beyond the periodha initial project.

Mitigated Environmental Assessment — The appropriate level of environmental review fo
18



actions that normally would require an EIS, exdbpt the state agency can impose designs,
enforceable controls, or stipulations to reducedtherwise significant impacts to below the
level of significance. A mitigated EA must demaoast that: (1) all impacts have been
identified; (2) all impacts can be mitigated belth& level of significance; and (3) no significant
impact is likely to occur.

Mitigation — An enforceable measure(s), designed to redupesgent undesirable effects or
impacts of the proposed action.

National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) — The federal counterpart of MEPA that applies
only to federal actions.

No Action Alternative — An alternative, required by the MEPA Model Rul@spurposes of
analysis, that describes the agency action thatdwesult in the least change to the human
environment.

Public Participation — The process by which an agency includes intedesmtd affected
individuals, organizations, and agencies in denisn@aking.

Record of Decision — Concise public notice that announces the agsmscision, explains the
reason for that decision, and describes any spemnalitions related to implementation of the
decision.

Scoping — The process, including public participation ttia agency uses to define the scope of
the environmental review.

Secondary Impacts — Impacts to the human environment that are intlyeelated to the agency
action, i.e. they are induced by a direct impact @accur at a later time or distance from the
triggering action.

Short-Term Impact — An impact directly associated with a project tisaof relatively short
duration.

Significance — The process of determining whether the impalcéspyoposed action are serious
enough to warrant the preparation of an EIS. Apaot may be adverse, beneficial or both. If
none of the adverse impacts are significant, ani€i®t required.

Supplemental Review — A modification of a previous environmental ravidocument (EA or
EIS) based on changes in the proposed action,sbhewry of new information, or the need for
additional evaluation.

Tiering — Preparing an environmental review by focusirgcgfrally on narrow scope of issues

because the broader scope of issues was adeqadtiedssed in previous environmental review
document(s) that may be incorporated by reference.
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